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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-34 are pending. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on October 14, 2004 was 
filed before First Office Action. The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 
37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the information disclosure statement is being considered by 
the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b)the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-7,11,13-14,21-27,31,33,34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(B) as 
being anticipated by US Patent Publication Number 2004/010387 issued to Rajat 
Mukherjee et a! (''Muklierjee"). 

As per claim 1 , Mukherjee anticipates: 

receiving a first result set, the first result set comprising a first plurality of article 
identifiers (paragraph 28, lines 6-9 and page 7:claim 1); 

receiving a second result set, the second result set comprising a second plurality of 
article identifiers(paragraph 28, lines 6-9 and page 7:claim 1); 

creating a third result set, the third result set based at least in part on the first result set 
and the second result set(paragraph 57, lines 1-7 and page 7:claim 1). 
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Mukherjee teaches receiving a first result set, the first result set comprising a first 
plurality of article identifiers, receiving a second result set, the second result set 
comprising a second plurality of article identifiers, and creating a third result set. the 
third result set based at least in part on the first result set and the second result set 
(paragraph 28, lines 6-9 and page 7:claim 1 and paragraph 57, lines 1-7). 

As per claim 2, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
further comprising creating the first result set(page 7: claim 1, lines 1-5). 

As per claim 3, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
creating the second result set (page 7: claim 1, lines 6-9). 

As per claim 4, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
wherein creating the third result set comprises creating a modified version the first 
result set based at least in part on the second plurality of article identifiers(page 7: 
claim 1, lines 10-12). 

As per claim 5, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
wherein creating the third result set comprises creating a modified version the second 
result set based at least in part on the first plurality of article identifiers(page 7: claim 1, 
lines 10-12). 
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As per claim 6, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
wherein modifying the second result set comprises sorting the second plurality of article 
identifiers in the second result set based at least in part on a sort order of the first 
plurality of article identifiers in the, first result set (paragraph 57). 

As per claim 7, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
identifying a first article identifier in a first position in the first result set, identifying a 
second position the second result set and identifying the first article and relocating the 
first article identifier to the first position in the second result set (paragraphs 57,62). 

As per claim 1 1 , same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
wherein creating the third result set comprises modifying the first result set (page 7: 
claim 1, lines 10-12). 

As per claim 13, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 

further comprising comparing the first result set to the second result set (paragraph 57, 

lines 5-7). 

As per claim 14, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 

further comprising causing the display of the third result set in place of the first result set 

(paragraphs 55,57,71). 
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As per claim 21 Mukherjee anticipates: 

obtaining a first result set, the first result set comprising a first plurality of article 
identifiers(paragraph 28, lines 6-9 and page 7:claim 1); 

obtaining a second result set, the second result set comprising a second plurality 
of article identifiers(paragraph 28, lines 6-9 and page 7:claim 1); 
creating a third result set, the third result set based at least in part on the first result set 
and the second result set(paragraph 57, lines 1-7 and page 7:claim 1). 

Mukherjee teaches obtaining a first result set, the first result set comprising a first 
plurality of article identifiers, obtaining a second result set, the second result set 
comprising a second plurality of article identifiers, and creating a third result set, the 
third result set based at least in part on the first result set and the second result 
set(paragraph 28, lines 6-9 and page 7:claim 1 and paragraph 57, lines 1-7). 

As per claim 22 Mukherjee anticipates: 

A computer-readable medium on which is encoded program code, the program 
code comprising: 

program code for receiving a First result set, the first result set comprising a first 
plurality of article identifiers(paragraph 28, lines 6-9 and page 7:claim 1 ); 
receiving a second result set, the second result set comprising a second plurality 
of article identifiers(paragraph 28, lines 6-9 and page 7:claim 1); 
creating a third result set, the third result set based at least in part on the first 
result set and the second result set(paragraph 57, lines 1-7 and page 7:claim 1). 
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Mukherjee teaches a computer-readable medium on which is encoded program 
code, the program code comprising: program code for receiving a First result set, the 
first result set comprising a first plurality of article identifiers, receiving a second result 
set, the second result set comprising a second plurality of article identifiers and 
creating a third result set, the third result set based at least in part on the first 
result set and the second result set(paragraph 28, lines 6-9, paragraph 57, lines 1-7 and 
page 7:claim 1). 

As per claim 23, same as claim argument above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
wherein program code for creating the third result set comprises program code for 
modifying the first result set based at least In part on the second plurality of article 
identifier(page 7: claim 1, lines 10-12). 

As per claim 24, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
wherein program code for creating the third result set comprises program code for 
modifying the second result set based at least in part on the first plurality of article 
identifiers(page 7: claim 1, lines 10-12). 

As per claim 25, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
wherein program code for modifying the second result set comprises program code for 
sorting the second plurality of article identifiers in the second result set based at least in 
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part on a sort order of the first plurality of article identifiers in the first result 
set(paragraph 57). 



As per claim 26, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
program code for identifying a first article identifier in a first position in the first result set, 
program code for identifying :he first article identifier in a second position in the second 
result set and program code for relocating fie first article identifier to the first position in 
the second result set(paragraphs 57,62). 



As per claim 27, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 

further comprising program code for creating the first result set(page 7: claimi, lines 1« 

5). 



As per claim 28, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 

further comprising program code for creating the second result set(page 7: claimi, lines 

6-9). 

As per claim 31 , same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
wherein creating the third result set comprises program code for modifying the first 
result set(page 7: claimi, lines 10-12). 

As per claim 33, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
further comprising program code for comparing the first result set to the second result 
set (paragraph 57, lines 5-7). 
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As per claim 34, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee anticipates: 
further comprising program code for causing the display of the third result set in place, 
of the first result set (paragraphs 55,57,71 ). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8-9,12-13,15-16,18-19,29-30,32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over US Patent Publication Number 2004/010387 issued to 

Rajat IVIukherjee et al ("IVIukherjee") In view of US Patent Application Publication 

Number 2005/0033803 issued to Taylor N. Van VIeet et al ("VIeet"). 

As per claim 8, same as claim arguments above and Muklierjee does not explicitly 
teach wherein modifying the second result set comprises deleting at least one of the 
second plurality of article identifiers from the second result set. VIeet does teach 
wherein modifying the second result set comprises deleting at least one of the second 
plurality of article identifiers from the second result set (paragraph 63) to provide a 
means to personalize the search results pages for the user (paragraph 11, lines 6-8). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Mukherjee with wherein modifying the second result set comprises deleting at 
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least one of the second plurality of article identifiers from the second result set to 
provide a means to personalize the search results pages for the user (paragraph 1 1 , 
lines 6-8). 

As per claim 9, same as claim arguments above and VIeet teaches: 
wherein deleting at least one of the second plurality comprises deleting at least one of 
the second plurality based at last in part on an event associated with the article identifier 
in the first result set (paragraph 8). 

As per claim 12, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee does not explicitly 
teach identifying a first article identifier in the first result set that is not in the second 
result set, identifying a second article identifier in the second result set that is not in the 
first result set, creating the third result set as a copy of the first result set and 
replacing the first article identifier in the third result set with the second article 
identifier VIeet does teach wherein creating the third result set comprises: 
identifying a first article identifier in the first result set that is not in the second 
result set, identifying a second article identifier in the second result set that is not in the 
first result set, creating the third result set as a copy of the first result set and 
replacing the first article identifier in the third result set with the second article 
identifier (paragraphs 60, lines 1-5 and paragraph 61) to provide a means to personalize 
the search results pages for the user (paragraph 1 1 , lines 6-8). It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Mukherjee 
with identifying a first article identifier in the first result set that is not in the second 
result set, identifying a second article identifier in the second result set that is not in the 
first result set, creating the third result set as a copy of the first result set and replacing 
the first article identifier in the third result set with the second article identifier to provide 
a means to personalize the search results pages for the user (paragraph 11, lines 6-8). 

As per claim 15, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee does not explicitly 
teach wherein the third result set comprises at least a predetermined percentage of the 
first plurality of article identifiers. VIeet does teach wherein the third result set comprises 
at least a predetermined percentage of the first plurality of article identifiers (paragraph 
63) to provide a means to personalize the search results pages for the user (paragraph 
1 1 , lines 6-8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify Mukherjee with wherein the third result set comprises at least 
a predetermined percentage of the first plurality of article identifiers to provide a means 
to personalize the search results pages for the user (paragraph 1 1 , lines 6-8). 



As per claim 16, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee does not explicitly 
teach receiving a length of display dine for an article identifier in the first plurality of 
article identifiers. VIeet does teach receiving a length of display dine for an article 
identifier in the first plurality of article identifiers (paragraph 7-8,1 1 ,63) to provide a 
means to personalize the search results pages for the user (paragraph 1 1 , lines 6-8). It 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Mukherjee with receiving a length of display dine for an article identifier in the 
first plurality of article identifiers to provide a means to personalize the search results 
pages for the user (paragraph 1 1 , lines 6-8). 

As per claim 18, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee does not explicitly 
teach wherein creating the third result set comprises creating the third result set based 
at least in part on a user activity. VIeet does teach wherein creating the third result set 
comprises creating the third result set based at least in part on a user activity 
(paragraph 1 1) to provide a means to personalize the search results pages for the user 
(paragraph 1 1 , lines 6-8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify Mukherjee with creating the third result set 
comprises creating the third result set based at least in part on a user activity to provide 
a means to personalize the search results pages for the user (paragraph 11, lines 6-8). 

As per claim 19, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee does not explicitly 
teach where in the third result set comprises no more than a predetermined quantity of 
article identifiers not contained in the first plurality of article identifiers. VIeet does teach 
where in the third result set comprises no more than a predetermined quantity of article 
identifiers not contained in the first plurality of article identifiers (paragraph 63) to 
provide a means to personalize the search results pages for the user (paragraph 11, 
lines 6-8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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invention to modify Mukherjee with the third result set comprises no more than a pre- 
determined quantity of article identifiers not contained in the first plurality of article 
identifiers to provide a means to personalize the search results pages for the user 
(paragraph 1 1 , lines 6-8). 

As per claim 29, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee does not explicitly 
teach wherein the program code for modifying the second result set comprises program 
code for deleting at least one of the second plurality of article identifiers from the second 
result set, VIeet does teach wherein the program code for modifying the second result 
set comprises program code for deleting at least one of the second plurality of article 
identifiers from the second result set (paragraph 63) to provide a means to personalize 
the search results pages for the user (paragraph 1 1 , lines 6-8). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Mukherjee 
with wherein the program code for modifying the second result set comprises program 
code for deleting at least one of the second plurality of article identifiers from the second 
result set to provide a means to personalize the search results pages for the user 
(paragraph 1 1 , lines 6-8). 

As per claim 30, same as claim arguments above and VIeet teaches: 
wherein program code for deleting at least one of the second plurality comprises 
program code for deleting at least one of the second plurality based at least in part on 
an event associated with the article identifier in the first result set (paragraph 8) 
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As per claim 32, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee does not explicitly 
teach program code for identifying a first article identifier in tire first result set that is 
not in the second result set, program code for identifying a second article identifier in the 
second result set that is not in the first result set, program code for creating this third 
result set as a copy of the first result set and program code for replacing the first article 
identifier in the third result set with the second article identifier. VIeet does teach 
program code for identifying a first article identifier in tire first result set that is 
not in the second result set, program code for identifying a second article identifier in the 
second result set that is not in the first result set, program code for creating this third 
result set as a copy of the first result set and program code for replacing the first article 
identifier in the third result set with the second article identifier (paragraphs 60, lines 1-5 
and paragraph 61) to provide a means to personalize the search results pages for the 
user (paragraph 1 1 , lines 6-8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to modify Mukherjee with program code for identifying a 
first article identifier in tire first result set that is not in the second result set, program 
code for identifying a second article identifier in the second result set that is not in the 
first result set, program code for creating this third result set as a copy of the first result 
set and program code for replacing the first article identifier in the third result set with 
the second article identifier to provide a means to personalize the search results pages 
for the user (paragraph 1 1 , lines 6-8). 
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Claims 10,17, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent Publication Number 2004/010387 issued to Rajat Mukherjee et al 
("Mukherjee") in view of US Patent Application Publication Number 2005/0033803 
issued to Taylor N. Van VIeet et al ("VIeet") an further in view of US Patent 
Number 6,078,916 issue to Gary Culliss ("Culliss"). 

As per claim 10, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee and VIeet do not 
explicitly teach where in the at least one of the second plurality of article identifiers 
comprises an article identifier in the first plurality of article identifiers for which a lack of 
interest has been indicated . Culliss does teach where in the at least one of the second 
plurality of article identifiers comprises an article identifier in the first plurality of article 
identifiers for which a lack of interest has been indicated (column 4, lines 103) to 
organize articles displayed on the search results page (column 3, line 1). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill I the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Mukherjee and VIeet with the second plurality of article identifiers comprises an article 
identifier in the first plurality of article identifiers for which a lack of interest has been 
indicated to organize articles displayed on the search results page (column 3, line 1). 

As per claim 17, same as claim arguments above and Mukherjee and VIeet do not 
explicitly teach the article identifier in the third result set if the length of display time is 
less than a minimum display time. Culliss does teach the article identifier in the third 
result set if the length of display time is less than a minimum display time (column 3, 
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lines 64-66) to organize articles displayed on the search results page (column 3, line 1). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill I the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Mukherjee and VIeet with article identifier in the third result set if the length of 
display time is less than a minimum display time to organize articles displayed on the 
search results page (column 3, line 1). 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Patent 
Publication Number 2004/010387 issued to Rajat Mukherjee et al ("Mukherjee") 
and US Patent Number 6,078,916 issue to Gary Culliss ("Culliss"). 

As per claim 20 Mukherjee teaches receiving a first result set, the first result set 
comprising a first plurality of article identifiers (paragraph 28, lines 6-9 and page 7, 
claimi) and creating a second result set (page 7, claimi, lines 6-9). Mukherjee does not 
explicitly teach each of said first plurality of articles comprising a length of display time 
measure. Culliss does teach a length of display time measure (column 3, lines 60 to 
column 4, line 4) to organize articles displayed on the search results page (column 3, 
line 1 ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Mukherjee with a length of display time measure to organize articles 
displayed on the search results page (column 3, line 1). 
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Contact Information 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Susan Rayyan whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
1675. The examiner can normally be reached M-F: Sam - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on (571) 272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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